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The Reunion of the Church is the title of a book written in 
defence of the South India experiment by Lesslie Newbigin, a 
former Presbyterian missionary, now one of the bishops of the ; 
new Church of South India, which is reviewed on page 208. 
Its misunderstandings and unintentional misrepresentations of 
Catholic theology, to which our reviewer draws attention, serve to 
emphasize the real need for patience, * corporate prayer, study 
and understanding between those at present separated from one 
‘ another,’’ before there can be any approach to real unity as dis- 
tinct from schemes of union. Methods by which these pre- 
liminaries can best be carried on are the subject of a Report on 
Co-operation with Nonconformists which has recently been pub- 
lished by the Church Union. This Report, reviewed on page 210, 
contains much wise advice and will, we hope, be widely studied. 
It costs od. plus postage, and can be obtained from the Church 
Union, 6 Hyde Park Gate, London, S.W. 7. 


* _* * 


~@ 


The Synod of the Diocese of Nyasaland met in January last. In 
Central Africa of April we read that in the Synod Approval 
was also given to the statement published by the four Bishops 
of the Mission on the new South Indian Church ; the Bishop 
began by explaining the recent events there, and in the subsequent 
discussion the greatest disquiet and anxiety was expressed. The 
most emphatic utterances came not from the European members 


= 


but from the African Clergy ; few of us had realized the degree 
of their anxiety; they all said how very grateful they were and 
relieved to hear of the firm and uncompraqmising attitude which 
the Bishops of the four .U.M.C.A. dioceses had adopted. The 
most emphatic speeches came from three African priests who are 
working in areas near to Roman Catholic missions ; it was clear 
that they had’ been subjected to much criticism in the matter 
_ and that they had not found it easy to answer the charge of un- 
certain leadership by the Church at home. When the Bishop 
said that as a diocese we were not bound by any decrees the 
Lambeth Conference might pass giving approval to the S. India , 
‘‘ experiment,” and that there were many Christians in England 
equally opposed to the scheme, they rejoiced to have resolved 
those fears they had entertained that perhaps they might them- 
selves be forced to “ go over to Rome.’ They asked that the 
unanimous approval given by the Synod to the Bishops’ state- 
ment already published in “‘ Central Africa ’’, should be reported 
to Lambeth.” 
This statement was also published in Faith and Unity, Novem- 


ber, 1947, page 164. 


The Philippine Independent Church, in contrast to the South 
Indian experiment, provides an instance of a movement towards 
real unity. The Bishop of Kansas, ina review of Lambethand Unity 
in The Living Church of February 8th, says that: “‘ Lambeth and | 
Unity was written before-the November meeting of the House of 

Bishops, but what thie bishops did there in dealing with the petition 
of the Philippine Independent Church re-enacts with uniform 
fidelity what the Anglican Church has done throughout her history. 
The Philippine Independent Church declared her faith and order 
and on this basis she asked that our province of the Anglican 
. Church give her apostolic order. The parallel with the Church i in 
the United States in the 1780's is almost exact.’ 

Bishop Binsted of the Philippines, writing in his Diocesan | 


Chronicle in January, said it was expected that he would be 
appointed by the Presiding Bishop of the Episcopal Church in 

the U.S.A. to be consecrator, with the Suffragan Bishop of the 
Philippines and the Bishop of Honolulu as co-consecrators, of | 
the three priests of the Philippine Independent Church to be 
consecrated Bishops. The Philippine Independent Church, he 
says, ‘while maintaining its cherished independence, which it | 
won at great cost, will be brought into fellowship with the —- | 
_ Anglican communion throughout the world, and the historic 
Churches associated with that communion, and will be a distinct | 
| part of the Catholic Church of Christ.” 

tater The minority group under Archbishop Jamias continues to pro- | 
test, largely, it is said, “ because of the fact that Archbishop de 
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los Reyes, Jr., and’ the overwhelming majority, have amended 
the Church’ C onstitution, suppressing the mandatory provision 
to establish Communism in the Philippines.” 

Philippine Government records show that nineteen bishops and 
252 priests sided with Archbishop de los Reyes, and ten bishops 
and forty-six priests with Archbishop Jamias. Archbishop de 
los Reyes claims that there are two million members of the 
Independent Church out of a population of sixteen millions in the © 
Philippines. 
* * * * 

Warning against *‘ Ecumaniacs ’’.—The following paragraphs 
were printed in The Living Church of January 11, 19487 

‘‘Churchmen who seek to unite non-Roman Churches without 
taking into consideration the differences between various ones 
were recently described as ‘ecumaniacs.’ The coined word was 
used-by Dr. S. C. Michelfelder, executive secretary of the Lutheran 
World Federation, in discussing a proposed amendment to the 
constitution of the World Council of Churches which will provide 
for confessional representation in its Assembly and Central Com- 
mittee. 

“ Dr. Michelfelder said that at the first Assembly in Amsterdam 
a August there will be ‘ ecumaniacs ’ w ho will want to make 

purée’ out of the World Council, ‘in which Anglicans, 
Methodists, Greek Orthodox, Presbyterians, etc., will 
all lose their identity.”’ 

“Let those who have no convictions than that it is expedient 
to unite do so. That there are too many denominations and un- 
necessary divisions every one will admit. But this is no time 
for superficial thinking. Now is the time for all men, clergy and 
laity, to restudy the word of God and their own confessions. If 
this produces loyalty to confessions it is of God and no temporary 
advantage for expediency’s sake dare change such convictions. 

“* Let the World Council of Churches be a council of Churches. 


* As Churches we can work together and study together without — 


sacrificing our identity or our confessions. This is ecumenical 


as we understand the word.” 
* 


Our Travelling Secretary has the following amongst other 
engagements during the next few weeks :— 
May 23rd. _ Birmingham: St. Patrick’s; Sermons and 
Meeting. | 
26th. Shrewsbury: St. Mary’s: Sermon and Meeting. 
30th. London: St. Mary Magdalene’s, Paddington : 
Sermons. 
June 6th. Birmingham: ‘The Ascension, Stirchley ‘ Ser- 
mons and Meeting. 
12th-22nd. Portsmouth and District: Sermons and 
| Meetings. 
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THE REUNION THE CHURCH 


The book, bearing the above title, by Lesslie Newbigin, a former 
Presbyterian missionary who is now Bishop im Madura and 
Ramnad, published by the S.C.M. Press at 10/6, is the most im- 
portant defence of the South India experiment that has yet been 
published. Written with a charity which rarely wavers, despite 
the writer’s frequent misunderstanding of the Catholic view-point, 
the book is yet frank and makes no attempt to slide over diff- 
culties. 


Much of it is clearly reasoned and, assuming the presuppositions 
on which it is based, convincing. Catholics will no doubt be sur- 
prised at some of those presuppositions and at the misunderstand- 
ings of their point of view with which the book bristles, but it is 
the merit of the book’s transparent honesty that these presup- 
positions and misunderstandings are revealed, not hidden. 
Despite some lapses, the book as a whole is a consistent piece of 
theological writing. It therefore gives those whose theology is 
different sorhething to bite on. It is to be hoped that Catholics 
will not be put off by the fact that the author starts from a 
different position from their own, and will avoid the temptation 
to be irritated when he unwittingly caricatures their beliefs or 
misses what is from their point of view the essential point in an 
argument, These failings are inherent in the present stage of 
discussion between divided Christians. It is important that the 
book should be accepted from the Catholic side as what it sets 
out to be, a serious theological contribution from the South 
Indian view-point. If it is read and answered in that spirit the 
resulting debate, though it must necessarily be frank, may lead 
to a growth of mutual understanding, and by the grace of God 
perhaps further the cause of ultimate reconciliation and reunion. 


The book will prove uncomfortable reading for some “ High 
Church ”’ Anglican supporters of South India who have smoothed 
over Catholic objections to the scheme with sentiment. The 
author vigorously defends the idea that it is not essential for a 
valid celebration of the Holy Communion that the celebrant should 
be a bishop or presbyter, though it is a rule.of order dating from 
the very earliest years of the Church's history. ‘‘ On this point,” 
he writes, ‘no one can accuse the scheme of ambiguity. It is 
absolutely explicit that the restriction of the duty of celebration 
to Bishops and Presbyters is a rule of order. It will be apparent 
from all that has been said before, that this part of the scheme 
stands or falls along with the rest, for it depends upon the funda- 
mental doctrine of the Church’s nature. If a validly ordained 
celebrant is the absolutely indispensable condition of a sacra- 
.ment, then this fact must determine the whole doctrine of the 
Church. In that case one will be committed to a-view which 
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bases the Church entirely on valid ministerial succession. When 
this is accepted the whole Biblical view of the Church is lost.”’ 


This commendable frankness blows sky-high much of the 
verbiage that.has been used to defend the scheme. The views ~~ 
put forward in defence of this position are such as no Catholic can 
accept, but at least we know where we stand, and the position is 
so reasoned that it can be criticized and discussed, and the mis- 
understandings of the Catholic position in it pointed out. In as 
much as reunion will only be achieved by a frank search for 
truth, this is pure gain. The view of the Church put forward at 
the beginning of the book is frankly functional—** the Church 

— exists to bring men to Christ.’’ Though the case for this is well 
put, the author is apparently unaware of the argument from the 
Catholic side of those who share to the full his missionary enthusi- . 
asm, but regard this as a defective view of the Church. ie 


He deals at some length with the “ comity of Missions,”’ but does 
not seem to grasp that it is possible to accept this as a tactical 
arrangement, without exalting it to a principle. 


There is much in the book with which Catholics will certainly 
agree. ‘‘ The common use of the phrase ‘ spiritual unity ’ to refer 
to something which is understood to be preferable to corporeal 

__unity, something indeed which makes corporeal unity unnecessary, 
is totally irreconcilable with the teaching of the New Testament.”’ 


Apart from the rather naive statement that “the idea of 
eternity as the total simultaneity of time to God i is quite irrecon- 
cilable with the Biblical doctrine of God,” his treatment of 
eschatology is refreshing and a useful corrective to the idea that 
all eschatology is realized. 

His statement of Justification by Faith is too full to be sum- 
marized, but one sentence deserves to be picked out: “In the 
first place, the phrase does not mean that faith justifies, but that 
God justifies upon the condition of faith.” ) 


Perhaps the most valuable thing in the book is the author's — 
treatment of the question of supplemental ordination. The case 
against this idea which he puts forward seems quite unanswerable. 


The author deals at some length with the argument of ‘‘ The 
Apostolic Ministry,’ and what he writes is much more interesting 
than most of the criticisms of this book that your reviewer has 
so far seen, but none the less he fails to understand it and carica- 
tures it, while clearly being utterly unconscious that he is doing 


anything of the kind. 


A full review, such as the book merits, is unfortunately impossi- 
ble in the space available, but here at last is a book in defence of 
South India which is worth reading, and indeed must be read if 
the task of working for understanding and reconciliation is to go 


forward. 
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A Report with this title has recently been drawn up by a Com- 
mittee of the Church Union and published by. the Council of 
that body. In view of the coming discussions on the subject. by 
the Lambeth Conference the Report is of great value and should 
be most carefully studied. Such study should be made in the 


. light of various documents published in recent years. It may be 


of interest to enumerate them. We begin with the Report of the 
1920 Lambeth Conference with its “ Appeal to all Christian 
people” on the subject of Re-union. There then followed the 
Convocation Regulations of 1921. These remained in force until 


1943. The Lambeth Conference once more dealt with the subject- 
- in 1930. Before its recommendations were considered by Con- 


vocation they were examined by the Theological Committee of 
the E.C.U. anda valuable Report from that body was published 
by the Council in 193r. The Upper House of Convocation drafted 
some Resolutions, but the Lower House was by no means satisfied 


with them. As a result the Upper House decided in 1933 “ that. 


it is not at present desirable that its Resolutions should be made 
Declarations or Acts of the Provincial Synod,” but left to the dis- 


cretion of the Diocesan Bishop all questions concerning co-opera- 
tion with Nonconformists, subject, of course, to the Regula- 


tions of 1921. The next step was the setting up of a joint con- 
ference of Anglicans and Nonconformists to consider possible 
ways of joint action. This body published in 1935 “ A Sketch 
of a United Church” and in 1938 three documents entitled 


“’ Outline of a Re-union Scheme,” ‘1662 and To-day” and 


“The Practice of Inter-Communion.”’ All of these were con- 
sidered by Convocation, but no definite action was taken, 
though they were ‘‘ commended to the careful attention of the 


Church.” The documents still deserve study and I am a little— 


surprised that they are not included in the Bibliography attached 
to the Report now under review. 1938 also saw the publication 


by the Council of the Church Union “ as an official expression of 


opinion ’’ of a Report of a Committee on “ United Services ”’. 
This is a most valuable document and I am surprised that it is 
not mentioned in the new Report, especially as Dr. Jalland was 
a member of the Committee which drafted it.. In 1942 the Upper 


‘House of Convocation set up a Committee to revise the Regula- 


tions of 1921. Before its Report was considered by the Lower 
House a Committee of the Anglo-Catholic Group published a 


Report about it which is still worth studying. The Rev. A:-H. ~ 


Rees was a member of this Committee and also of the Committee 
which has recently reported and I am’ again surprised that it is 
not mentioned. The new Regulations submitted by the Upper 
House were considerably amended by the.Lower House and were 
finally passed in 1943 and are still in force. 
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Looking back over all these things I am especially struck by the 
confusion which is often apparent as to the sort of re-union which 
is envisaged. Some passages in the various documents picture 
a United Christendom while others appear to have in view merely 
a union of British Christians.. The Report we are now considering 
begins by saying “ The context in which proposals for co-operation 
between the Church of England and other Christian bodies must 
be considered is that of reunion on the widest scale . . . it is there- 
fore necessary to bear in mind that any co-operation must be such 
that’ it does not impede a wider re-union.”” This seems to be a 
very valuable statement. 

Another point of great importance in the new Report is that, 
unlike some of the previous documents I have mentioned, it 
does not aim at doing at once everything we desire to see in the 
long run. “ The ultimate goal,”’ it says, “is not yet within our 
grasp ;...there must be patience to wait on God’s time.”’” What 
is proposed now consists only of “ small steps’”’, but “ there is 
great value, and perhaps a real necessity, for ultimate re-union to 
be prepared for by a period of corporate prayer, study and under- 


standing between those at present separated from one another.”’ 


The same wisdom is seen in the proposals about corporate study. 
The Report aims at taking one step at a time and emphasizes 
the importance of considering “ the nature of the Church ”’ and 
‘* who are the members ”’ of it “ before discussions on the ministry 
and sacraments are begun.” It also advocates meetings between 
‘* Anglicans and representatives of a particular Noriconformist 
body ”’ rather than limiting our discussions to gatherings with 
people whose “ theological positions differ from each other.’”’ In 
all these things the present Report is a great improvement on 
others I have mentioned in which it seems to have been forgotten 
that one must walk before one is able to run. . This policy has 
often led to a lack of frankness in discussion, “ a compromise for 
the sake of re-tinion without investigating the real issues ’ "and an 
‘“‘impression conveyed that our theological differences do not 
matter.’’ The Report also does well to emphasize the need for 
‘** a sense of unity of Christians of this and of other ages in Christ, 
what is temporary and local being taken up into something time- 
less and universal.”’ 

The Report takes a firm line about “ occasional inter-com- 
munion ”’ which, it says, “* serves no useful purpose and is funda- 
mentally unreal ’’ and quotes the 1930 Lambeth Conference in 
saying ‘ Inter-communion should be the goal of, rather than a 
means to, the restoration of union.’’ I am not sure whether all 
will agree with the suggestion that those taking part in inter- 
denominational conferences might “join=in prayer at each 
other’s Communion services without actually receiving Com- 
munion,”’ It is true, of course, that “ the presence of our theo- 
logians at Nonconformist Communion servicés does not in any 
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way imply "’ fo us * a lack of belief in the necessity for a ministry 
episcopally ordained for the celebration of the Eucharist,” but it 
might so imply. to other people. 

I must confess to being a little disappointed with the paragraph 
about ** United Services ’’’. It is a real problem to many a Parish 
Priest, especially in country districts, to know what to do about 
such services on national or local occasions and not much guidance 
is contained in this somewhat meagre section of the Report. The 
subject“is*more fully considered in the two previous Reports I 
have mentioned with which Dr. Jalland and Fr. Rees respectively 
were connected. This, however, is a comparatively minor matter 
and the Report as a whole ts excellent and will, I hope, be widely 
circulated “and carefully studied... There are still people about 
who say * We are all going the same way and when we reach our 
destination the custodian of the heavenly gates is unlikely to 
ask whether we have come by L.M.S. or by L.N.E.R.!~ ‘Such | 
people might be still more satisfied if we could travel by British 
Transport. I trust this Report will lead many to long and pray 
for the day when our route will be by Catholic or Universal Trans- 
port, for nothing less than that will satisfy our Lord's desire that 


all His people should be one. 


IN MEMORIAM 
DOM MARTIN COLLETT, O.S.B. 


_ We record with deep regret the death on March rath, 1948, of 
the Right Rev. Dom Martin Collett? second Abbot of Pershore 
and Nashdom. The late Abbot had been a member of ‘the 
Council from its beginning, and the knowledge and counsel which 
he brought to its deliberations until illness made it impossible 
for him to attend will be greatly missed. May he rest in peace, 


‘What is the origin and purpose of the C.D.C.P.? This question 
is answered in our revised Leaflet No. r, which is now ready for 
distribution, The information in it has been brought up to date, 
and a new section has been added showing various ways in which 
our supporters can help the work of the Council by prayer, by 
the spread of knowledge, and by obtaining additional subscriptions 
and donations. A copy,of the leaflet will be sent free on receipt 
of a penny stamped, addressed envelope by the Secretary, whose 
address 1s given below. 


Communications for the Editor and subscriptions to Faith and 
Unity (three shillings a year minimum) should be sent to the 
Secretary, C.D.C.P., 6 Perth Road, Beckenham, Kent. Back 
numbers of Fatth and Unity are available and can be had from 

- the Secretary, price fourpence each, post free. | 
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